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“Ignorant,” “evil,” “lacking intellectual integrity,” and “caught in a 
60s time-warp” — take your pick. In recent days those are some of the 
charges thrown my way in this newspaper’s Letters to the Editor. 

Name-calling comes with the territory . Every working columnist earns 
his snare. This branch of journalism exists to incite thinking among the 
general public; to convert the passive reader to an active citizenry. At least, 
in a free society. 

For totalitarian states, of course, columnists have a different function. 
They tell a reader what he must think. Dictatorial regimes fear nothing so 
much as the exercise of free will; they surpress all diversity in newspapers. 

Soviet handling of President Reagan’s interview with Russian reporters 
presents an example. Moscow excluded major portions. Commentators 
deliberately misconstrued several basic points in the interview; and then, 
they attacked the U.S. president on the basis of their misrepresentations. 

With no access to the original text, Russian readers had no choice but to 
accept the regime’s view as presented by Soviet columnists. 

Even in our free society, any misrepresentation repeated frequently 
enough becomes accepted as the truth; this pattern appears developing 
among letters to this newspaper. My columns are on the public record; they 
can be read in the library, or at this paper. 

Recent letters have distorted my opinion; other people have accepted 
those distortions as truth and written letters citing the misrepresentations of 
what I said in this space. One misquote appears assuming a life of its own; 
the other should be corrected immediately. 

At no point did I defend the Palestinians who pirated the Achille Lauro. 
In fact, I suggested their executions, if found guilty; in the same column — 
“Innocent blood” (Oct 11) - I decried the senseless death of Leon 
Kl i n g h offer and of other victims to the Middle East violence based on 
revenge. , 

I do not advocate the military retain AIDS victims, as the most recently 
published letter alleged. I am concerned that “the blunderbuss brains in the 
Pentagon” contributed to the general AIDS hysteria by ordering testing for 
all U.S. armed forces personnel — “The old politics of AIDS (Oct. 22). 

The couple who wrote on AIDS linked themselves with those who 
protested my columns on the Middle East; they repeated misrepresen- 
tations of my views. They joined in attacking me for what I never said — 
adding a new untruth. 

The assaults carry with them a delicious irony; for in each instance, the 
column quoted is “The new ‘yellow journalism’ ” (Oct. 15). The thrust of 
that piece lay in my assertion that howling criticism of the media for its 
coverage of the TWA hijacking affected reporting on the Achille Lauro. My 
concern was summarized: 

“Give people what they want to hear and there are no complaining 
phone calls, using language that used to be obscene. This time around, no 
news operation faces attack from any ranking politicians. But in playing to 
the country’s lynch mob mentality, the media could wind up with American 
blood on its collective hands.” 

That paragraph expresses my concern for the lack of balanced report- 
ing on the Middle East: 1 worry about the effect on individual Americans 
and these United States. I fear my country is being led blindly into 
untenable positions in that part of the world; positions that are not in our 
national interest and that threaten the safety of our citizens. Most of all, I’m 
scared to death because I see the possibility of World War III starting in the 










Middle East. 

This is my view; other people have theirs. 1 do not question their 

1 parentage or patriotism for disagreeing. In arguing their dissenting opin- 
ion, they may call me names. They bear none of the restraints imposed by 
this profession. I am responsible for what I say — to the truth and to 
conscience. The newspaper grants a columnist’s license based upon my 
accepting that responsibility. 

My editor and I are both old-fashioned journalists: we consider sacred 
the trust reposed by people in their newspapers. Consistent with that trust is 
the duty to protect the readers’ right to protest any and all opinions that 
appear in this space. Calling me names is a part of that right; it permits an 
instantly understood disagreement 

Your letters are always welcome: they are the active response to 
th i n kin g about what is offered here. Thank you for writing. 






